We propose an identification of the free parameter in the model of nonlinear electrodynamics proposed in [1] by equating the second term in the power expansion of its Lagrangian with that in the expansion of the Heiseberg-Euler Lagrangian. The resulting value of the field-energy of a point-like charge makes 0.988 of the electron mass, if the charge is that of the electron.
where β is a nonlinear coupling constant. For small fields one has L = 1 2 E 2 , in correspondence with the classical electrodynamics. The same as in the Born-Infeld theory this Lagrangian has a singularity at a certain value of the electric field, namely E = 2 1/2 β, which makes the maximum value of the electric field produced by a point-like charge Q E(r) = 4πβ
in the origin of coordinates r = 0, where the charge is placed. The fineness of the maximum electric field results in convergence of the integral for the electrostatic field-energy produced by the charge, again the same as in the Born-Infeld model. It is calculated in [1] as the space integral over the Noether energy density
taken on the field (2) to be
To fix the model, the authors of Ref. [1] have proposed, when setting the point charge equal to that of the electron, Q = e, to equalize the maximum field E = 2 1/2 β with the characteristic QED value m 2 /e, where m is the electron mass.
This led them to the value of the field-energy U = 4π m that makes a small part of the electron mass. In contrast to this suggestion, ours is to equalize the Lagrangian (1) and the Heisenberg-Euler Lagrangian within the accuracy to the second power in the field strength squared [2] (similarly to what we [3] and, previously, other authors (e.g., [4] ) acted in different models following [5] ) 
to the nonlinear coupling constant β in (1) and the maximum electric field 3π √ 10/e = 98 times the characteristic value m 2 /e . With the value 4 and taking into account that e 2 /4π = 1/137, the field energy of the point charge (3) becomes impressively close to the electron mass:
If one imagined that the whole mass of the electron might have been of purely electrostatic origin, U = m, such assumption would imply via (3) and (4) 
